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REMARKS 

By this amendment, no.claims have been amended, cancelled, or added. Hence. 
Claims 7, 9, 10. 13, 15, 16, 19-20 are pending in the application. 

I. SUMMARY OF THE REJfECriONS 

Claims 7, 9. 10, 1 3, 15. 16, and 19-20 have been rejected under 
35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as allegedly anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 6,233.600 issued lo 
Salas et al. C'Salas") in view of U.S. Patent Application No. 2002/0133494 Al . by 
Goedken CGoedken"). 

The rejections are respectfully travased. 

II. THE PENDING CLAIMS ARE PATENTABLE OVER THE QTED ART 

Even if the cited art were to be properly combined, each of the pending claims 
recites a combination of elements that are not disclosed, taught, or suggested by the cited 
art, either individually or in combination. 



A, Claims 7 and 13 

Claims 7 and 13 feature the express elements of: 

"storing, in a database, content items for a web site; 

storing, in said database, folder data representing one or more folders; 

storing, in said database, mapping data that indicates a folder-to-content item 

storing.TnsSd database, pennission data that identifies, for each of the one or 
more folders, one or more user permissions, wherem each of the one or 
mote user permissions are assigned to one or more users, wherem each 
user permission indicates a level of access, granted to the assigned user, on 
the associated folder and any content items therein; 

in response to a request to perform a web site operation that involves a particular 
content item, performing the steps of: 
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dctennuiing, based on the folder-to-conUnt item mapping, the particular 
folder associated with the particular content aem; 

detenniniDg that a particular user permission applies to sa»d particular 
content item based on the particular user permission being 
associated with the particular folder; and . ^ ^ 

responding to said request to perform the web site operation based on said 
particular user permission, 

«te. nneration in operation to '^^"^^^^^^ ^^^^^^ 

7Z* ^* withir^ *y r^'^'^»lar folder wh^(^m sftid particul&r 

.^r^i ^i ;tPm Is not «" said one or more users until said 
particular con^ ""* ^^pth is anoTov^ a fo|(^er qwner pf said 
par ticular foldei" (emphasis added) 

The Office Action acknowledges that Salas does not teach the above underlined 
element, and instead, cites Goedken to show this dement. 



A^. t.»r.h thB und Ptlinr^ element fcatnn-d in Claims 7 and ^ 
Goedken is directed towards an approach for facilitating informaUon exchange 
between an information requestor and one or more information custodians. The 
information requestor creates an electronic message, that includes a question, and sends 
the electronic message to an apparatus. The electronic message identifies, to the 
apparatus, a particular category, selected by the information requestor, which is 
associated with the question. Hie apparatus then sends a second electronic message to an 
appropriate information custodian based on the particular category. The infonnation 
custodian creates a responsive electronic message that contains an answer to the question, 
and sends the responsive electronic message to the apparatus. Tlie apparatus thereafter 
sends a third electronic message, which contains the answer to the question, to the 
information requestor. (Abstract, paragraphs 22-28). 

The apparatus may maintain information about the categories of questions which 
the infomiation requestor may select. A user may update such infonnation by sending, to 
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the apparatus, a category change message. Additionally, an infonnation custodian may 
send, to the apparatus, a status change message to cause the apparatus to update 
information, maintained by the apparatus, in accordance with the status change message. 
For example, a status change message may seek to change the network address of a 
sending information custodian or to cause a particular information custodian to cease 
being responsible for answering questions in aparticular category of questions. (See 
paragraph 72). 

The portion of Goedken (paragraph 74) cited by the Office Action to show the 

above underlined element states, in toto: 

In some applications it may be desirable to pl^e controls on who can 
Sianee the category/custodian database 104. Specifically, m a perfect 
worifaTposSe transmitters of status change messages and/or catego^ 
mLges would have pure and good intentions. However m the 
woSd as it presently exists, there are vandals and other persons of i 
Tn^^ntions who mi^t try to interfere with the operation of the apparatus 10 
bv disrut>ting the database 104. To avoid such efforts, it might be 
deSe to liapt the category manager 1 06 to only accept status chaxjge 
Sges and/o?category change messages that have been screened. In 
clcumstances. the category manager 106 >vould reroute 
. unscreened status change and/or category change messages (possA_ly^ 

Identified, for example, by a failure to include a predetermined digital 
signature) to an administrator for examination and approval or 
disapproval. 

There are significant, fundamental differences between the approach oi Goedken 
andtheapproachfeaturedinthependingclaims. The approach of Goed^n is directed 
towards an email-based approach for answering questions, while the approach of the 
pending claims is directed towards a decentralized approach for implementing a web site. 
Further, it is unclear, and left unexplained by the Office Action, what, if anything, is 
analogous, in the approach of Goedken, to a folder as expressly featured b the pending 
claims. 
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In view of the fundamental differences between the approach of Goedken and the 
approach featured in Claims 7 and 13. Goedken does not disclose, teach, or suggest the 
element < Svherein the weh rite operation is an operat io n t o create the pmipular conte nt 
it«m within the part^niUr folder, wh ^-rpin said particular content item is not visihle W 8ft|d 
^na nr more users un til particular p^ntent item is apnroved hv » folder owner of said 
particular folder ." In fact, the above cited portion of Goedken lacks any suggestion of: (a) 
a web site operation, (b) creating a content item within a particular folder, (c) a folder 
owner, and (d) a content item that is not visible to one or more users until the content 
item is approved by the folder owner in which the content item is associated. 

Instead, the cited portion of Goedken merely states that a status change messages 
and/or a category change message may need to be approved by an administrator of the 
apparatus before the apparatus performs the status change message or the category change 
message. The Office Action characterizes this portion of Goedken as teaching "a 
database system where additions to the system are not visible until approved by an 
administrator. However, the Applicants respectfully submit that nothing in the cited 
portion of Goedken discusses whether a content item of a folder is visible or not visible to 
another user. Nothing in this teaching is analogous to a folder. Further, nothing in this 
teaching is analogous to a web site operation to create a content item with a particular 
folder. Thus, nothing in this teaching is analogous to a web site operation to create a 
content item in a particular folder, where the content item is not visible to users until the 
content item is approved by a folder owner of the folder. 

As a i«sult, Goedken fails to disclose, teach, or suggest tiie above underlined 
element featured in Claims 7 and 1 3. Consequenfly. assuming, arguendo, that Solas and 
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Goedken were to be properly combined, the resulting combination would not disclose, 
teach, or suggest the combination of elements recited in Claims 7 and 13. However, as 
explained below, Saks and Goedken have not been properly combined. 

r^^hin mff Snlnx with Goe r U^"- Hianges a Principle of Opcratiftq 
If the proposed modification or combination of the prior art would change the 
principleof operation of the prior art invention being modified, then the teachings of the 
references are not sufficient to render the claimspr/ma/ade obvious. In re Ratti, 270 
F.2d 810. 123 USPQ 349 (CCPA 1959). See also MPBP § 2143.02 

In the present case, a fimdamental principle of operation under which the 
approach of 'Salas operates is tliat users may freely work and share files together in a 
collaborative work environment. Salas describes an eRoom as a set of oomiected HTML 
pages displayed to a user that display project-related files, data, and discussion lists. 
Members of a team may congregate, share and work files, discuss ideas, stay informed 
and otherwise collaborate on common projects using an eRoom (Col. 5. lines 6-10). 

On the other hand, the feature of Goedken, which is suggested by the Office 
Action to be combined with the approach of Sato, is designed to combat the "vandals 
and other persons of ill intentions who might try to interfere with the operation of the 
apparatus 10 by disrupting the database 104" in "the worid as it presently exists." 
Presumably to protect against those who do not possess "pure and good intentions," 
Goedken teaches that specific changes to the database are not performed until approved 
by an administrator. 
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If the suggestion of Goedken, name 
database until an administrator approves sud 
approach ofSalas, then the collaborative 
Specifically, the ability of team members to 
ideas, stay informed, and collaborate on 
would be at the mercy of the administrator tc 
As a result, a fundamental principle of oper^ 

Consequently, assuming, arguendo, 
combined, the resulting combination would 
element of Claims 7 and 13. Moreover, it is 
Goedken have not been properly combined 
would be changed upon combing Salas wit! 
patentable over the cited art and are each in 



environment ( 



common j 



B. Claims 9, 10, 15, 16, and 19-20 

Claims 9,10,15,16, and 19-20 are 
(directly or indirectly) on one of Claims 7 
20 is therefore allowable for the reasons 
In addition, each of Claims 9, 10, 15, 16, 
limitations that independently render it 
differences already identified, to expedite 
discussion of those limitations is not 
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ly the prevention of effecting change to a 
change, were to be implemented in the 
of Salas would be eviscerated, 
ilse the eRooms of Salas to freely discuss 
projects would be stifled because they 
s4)prove any changes made to the database, 
ion o( Salas would be changed. 
1 hat Salas and Goedken were to be properly 
fail to disclose, teach, or suggest at least one 
respectfully submitted that Salas and 
)ecause a principle of operation of Salas 
Goedken. As a result, Claims 7 and 13 are 
condition for allowance. 



dependent claims, each of which depends 
13- Each of Claims 9, 10, 15, 16, and 19- 
above for the claim on which it depends. 
19-20 introduce one or more additional 
patentable. However, due to the fundamental 
positive resolution of this case a separate 
incluflcd at this time, although the Applicants 
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reserve the right to further point out the differences between the cited art and the novel 
features recited in the dependent cJaims. 
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III. CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set forth above, it is respectfully submitted that all of the pending 
claims are now in condition for allowance. Tlierefore. the issuance of a formal Notice of 
Allowance is believed next in order, and that action is most earnestly solicited. 

The Examiner is respectfully requestisd to contact the undersigned by telephone if 
it is believed that such contact would fiutlier the examination of the present application. 

To the extent necessary, a petition for an extension of time under 37 C.Fil. 
§ 1.1 36 is hereby made. Please charge any fee shortages or credit any overages to 
Deposit Account No. 50-1302. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 




Chfistopnef J. Brokaw 
Reg, No. 45,620 
Date: June 22, 2005 



2055 Gateway Place, Suite 550 
San Jose, CA 95110 
(408)414-1225 
Facsimile: (408) 414-1076 



rrnjUF irATE OF MAILING 

I hereby certify thai tiiis correspondence is being deposited with the United 
States Postal Service as first class mail in an envelope addressed to: Mini Stop 
Amendment. Commissioner for Patents. P.O. Box 1450. Alexandria, VA 
22313-1450. 

On June 22. 2005 



~<>^Angt\[c^ Maloney 



PAGE 13/13^RCVDAT10H/2005 7:00:15PM [EaslemOayllghtm^^ 



